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DETAILED ACTION 

This Office Action is in response to After-Final amendments filed November 30, 2005. 
Claims 1-3, 5-6, 17-27 are presented for further consideration. Examiner hereby 
withdraws the finality of claims 1-3, 5-6, 17-27. Examination of these claims is 
presented. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1 . 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

2. The claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claims 22-27 
recite "a computer-usable medium". The "medium" in the specification of the application 
includes non-statutory media. 

3. Claims 22-27 are not limited to tangible embodiments. In view of Applicant's 
specification, page 11, lines 15-28, the medium is not limited to tangible embodiments, 
instead being defined as including both tangible and intangible embodiments. As such, 
the claims are not limited to statutory subject matter and is therefore non-statutory. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claims 1 -3, 5-6, 1 7-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sanders (US Patent No. 5,734,831) in view of Jobs et al. (hereinafter 
"Jobs" US Patent Publication 2005/0149879 A1) 

As per claims 1 and 22, Sanders discloses a method and computer-usable medium 
embodying computer program code of executing a software application, comprising the 
steps of: 

• Calling the software application residing on a server from one of a plurality of clients, 
the clients and the server connected to each other through at least one network, the 
software application having a plurality of policy frameworks, each associated with a 
respective one of the plurality of clients (column 2, lines 65-67, column 3, lines 10- 
16, column 6, lines 27-40, 60-67); 

• Launching a container/desktop of one of the plurality of clients consistent with the 
respective policy framework of the one client, wherein the container/desktop 
includes a software for displaying a user-interface on a display in a computer 
(column 3, lines 18-26); 

• The container/desktop initializing and communicating to the server to execute a 
script of the application (column 3, lines 28-40); 

• Executing the script on the server, the script downloading a first user-interface 
component of the application to the container/desktop (column 5, lines 8-20); 

• The container/desktop executing the first user-interface component (column 4, lines 
55-65, Figure 7); 
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• First user interface component linking to and starting a subsequent user-interface 

component of the script (column 5, lines 2-6, Figure 8). 
Sanders does not explicitly disclose: 

• In response to the subsequent user-interface component of the script being 
started, the software in the container/desktop automatically closing the first user- 
interface component and removing the first user-interface from a system memory 
in the computer. 

However, in an analogous art, Jobs discloses having to open several windows under 
the control of a single application program. Jobs further teaches minimizing by 
reducing in size or replacing with an icon or symbol all windows relating to non- 
active tasks (paragraphs [0006,0023-0024]). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to incorporate or implement Jobs's closing a first 
interface in response to opening another in Sander's method in order to do away 
with the frustration and confusion of inexperienced users having multiple windows 
open and avoiding the overlay of windows blocking view. 

As per claim 2, Sanders discloses the method of claim 1 , further comprising the step 
of said script starting and executing the user-interface components within a policy- 
framework of the container/desktop (column 2, lines 65-67, column 3, lines 10-16). 

As per claim 3, Sanders discloses the method of claim 1, further comprising: 
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• The container/desktop removing the user-interface components from memory within 
the client as each first and subsequent user-interface component is closed (column 
5, lines 22-24, Figures 7 and 8). 



As per claim 4, Sanders discloses a method of executing an application having a 
plurality of tasks to be interactively executed with a user, said method comprising: 

• Downloading to a one of a plurality of container/desktops only those of a plurality of 
user-interface components consistent with a policy/framework of the one 
container/desktop, the user interface components stored on a server needed to 
perform a first task of the plurality of tasks of an application according to a script 
executing on the server (column 2, lines 65-67, column 3, lines 10-16, column 6, 
lines 27-40, 60-67); 

• Downloading to the one container/desktop only those user-interface components 
stored on a server needed to perform a subsequent task of the plurality of tasks of 
an application according to the script (column 3, lines 18-26); 

• Executing subsequent task on the one container/desktop (column 5, lines 2-6, 
Figure 8); 

• Closing said downloaded user-interface components needed to perform the task 
when no longer needed (column 5, lines 22-24); 

• Purging said closed user-interface components from said container/desktop when 
said closed user-interface components are no longer needed (column 5, lines 22-24, 
Figures 7 and 8); 
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• Repeating steps (c) and (d) (column 5, lines 10-14); 

• Repeating steps (e) through (g) until all of the plurality of tasks is completed (column 
5, lines 10-14). 



As per claim 5, Sanders further discloses a computer server comprising: 

• A processor, a memory, a bus, and at least one I/O port by which to communicate 
with a remote client having a container/desktop, wherein the container/desktop 
includes a software for displaying a user-interface on a display in a computer 
(column 1, lines 65-67, column 2, lines 1-5, 60-67) 

• An operating system with which to coordinate the processor, the memory, the bus, 
and the at least one I/O port to communicate to the client (column 2, lines 1-5, 60- 
67); 

• An application comprising a plurality of tasks to be executed on the 
container/desktop, the application stored in memory of and executing on the server 
(column 3, lines 32-40, column 5, lines 8-10); 

• A script of the application stored in the memory of and executing on the server 
(column 4, lines 10-22, column 5, lines 8-10); 

• A plurality of user-interface components stored in the memory, the script comprising 
code executing on the server to connect the user-interface components to comprise 
the application wherein the application launches the container/desktop on the client 
that interacts with the script executing on the server to download from the server to 
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the container/desktop only those user-interface components required for a current 
task executing on the container (column 4, lines 10-47, column 5, lines 8-15). 
Sanders does not explicitly disclose: 

• In response to the subsequent user-interface component of the script being 
started, the software in the container/desktop automatically closing the first user- 
interface component and removing the first user-interface from a system memory 
in the computer. 

However, in an analogous art, Jobs discloses having to open several windows under 
the control of a single application program. Jobs further teaches minimizing by 
reducing in size or replacing with an icon or symbol all windows relating to non- 
active tasks (paragraphs [0006,0023-0024]). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to incorporate or implement Jobs's closing a first 
interface in response to opening another in Sander's method in order to do away 
with the frustration and confusion of inexperienced users having multiple windows 
open and avoiding the overlay of windows blocking view. 

As per claim 6, Sanders discloses a client device comprising: 
• A container/desktop, wherein the container/desktop includes a software for 
displaying a user-interface on a display in a computer (column 3, lines 18-26); 
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• An I/O port with which to communicate to one or more servers having software 
applications invoking a plurality of tasks on the container/desktop, scripts, and user- 
interface components for the application (column 3, lines 28-35, 51-60); 

• An interactive medium with which to interact with a user, wherein when the user 
uses the interactive medium to request an application from the server, the script and 
the application executing on the server downloads only user-interface components 
to the container/desktop needed by a current one of the plurality of tasks executing 
according to the script and and wherein the container/desktop discards the user- 
interface components no longer needed by the application (column 4, lines 51-67); 

Sanders does not explicitly disclose: 

• In response to the subsequent user-interface component of the script being 
started, the software in the container/desktop automatically closing the first user- 
interface component and removing the first user-interface from a system memory 
in the computer. 

However, in an analogous art, Jobs discloses having to open several windows under 
the control of a single application program. Jobs further teaches minimizing by 
reducing in size or replacing with an icon or symbol all windows relating to non- 
active tasks (paragraphs [0006,0023-0024]). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to incorporate or implement Jobs's closing a first 
interface in response to opening another in Sander's method in order to do away 
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with the frustration and confusion of inexperienced users having multiple windows 
open and avoiding the overlay of windows blocking view. 
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As per claim 1 7, Sanders discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the first user- 
interface component directly passes data to the subsequent user-interface component 
before the first user-interface component closes (column 3, lines 12-25). 

As per claim 1 8, Sanders discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the first and 
subsequent user-interface components are decoupled from the software application, 
such that an execution context of the user-interface components can be changed 
without affecting application code in the software application (column 4, lines 3-13). 

As per claim 1 9, Sanders discloses the method of claim 1 8, wherein the user-interface 
components are decoupled via a script on a server managing a contract between the 
script and a policy of the container/desktop (column 5, lines 15-40). 

As per claim 20, Sanders discloses the method of claim 19, wherein the policy 
describes a number of tasks that can be simultaneously executed on a client computer 
(column 4, lines 23-45). 

As per claim 21 , Sanders discloses the method of claim 1 9, wherein the policy 
describes a visual policy on a client computer, and wherein the visual policy describes a 
position, sizing, and cropping of a user-interface component (column 6, lines 33-48). 
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As per claim 23, Sanders discloses the computer-usable medium of claim 22, wherein 
the first user-interface component passes data to the subsequent user-interface 
component before the first user-interface component closes (column 3, lines 12-24). 

As per claim 24, Sanders discloses the computer-usable medium of claim 22, wherein 
the first and subsequent user-interface components are decoupled from the software 
application, such that an execution context of the user-interface components can be 
changed without affecting application code in the software application (column 4, lines 
3-13). 

As per claim 25, Sanders discloses the computer-usable medium of claim 24, wherein 
the user-interface components are decoupled via a script on a server managing a 
contract between the script and a policy of the container/desktop (column 5, lines 15- 
40). 

As per claim 26, Sanders discloses the computer-usable medium of claim 25, wherein 
the policy describes a number of tasks that can be simultaneously executed on a client 
computer (column 4, lines 23-45). 

As per claim 27, Sanders discloses the computer-usable medium of claim 25, wherein 
the policy describes a visual policy on a client computer, and wherein the visual policy 
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describes a position, sizing, and cropping of a user-interface component (column 6, 
lines 33-48). 

Response to Arguments 

(a) Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
ground(s) of rejection. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Barbara N. Burgess whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3996. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (8:00am-4 :00pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Alio Ettinene can be reached on (571 ) 272-4001 . The fax phone numbers 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 872-9306 
for regular communications and (703) 872-9306 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3900. 



Conclusion 



Barbara N Burgess 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2157 



March 30, 2006 
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